SHIPS  FOR  THE  UN

slow progress towards an effective United Nations. Canada is
planning a similar commitment. So are Denmark, Norway and
Sweden. If the Security Council can really count on having at
its disposal a force of this kind ready to move at a moment's
notice, it will be a terrific step forwards. What small nation
threatened by aggression from a neighbour, and offered inter-
national protection like this, would ever go back to the old
technique of inviting in a Russian technical mission or asking
for a goodwill visit from a nuclear power-packed American
fleet ? It can be very difficult to disentangle yourself from the
protection of big Powers.

Will it infringe our sovereignty to offer our ships for this
purpose? Certainly no more than this Government's existing
commitments to keep troops in Germany, to align our V-
bombers with NATO, or the permission it gave for an Ameri-
can nuclear base in Holy Loch that can fire its missiles without
consultation with us. A mixed-manned United Nations naval
peace force would make even more sense. But no doubt this
would be attacked as treachery even by those who, like the
Prime Minister, are now entering an experiment for a mixed-
manned NATO force armed with Polaris missiles.

What then is left of patriotism? Just this: affection for the
country of your birth, pride in its achievements, inspiration
from its culture, enjoyment of its customs, and loyalty to its
interests, firmly qualified by the certain knowledge that its
security must be sought within a global framework.

Is this just the fantasy of an idealist? Not at all. Today's
dreamers are those who live in the past, hate the present and
are fearful of the future, like a crusader encased in armour and
chained to a post by the prehistoric proprietor of the news-
papers they read*
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